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, ‘Preblo case continues to
“waves od Capitol Hill and
s headed toward RErther
ebstonal seruting Wher the
al Navy inquiry epdfin nal:

v

arings came fram otk
e and the Senate yester:
sng_with some advice for
ent Nixon on admimistra:
ece also may reopen it
blo investigation, begur
year. T
n. Stephen Yourig, D-UBIS.
ing the CIA for the whole
dg affair,” said he will ask:
epate Armed Services Com-;
é to lead a full survey ¥/
Pueblo case from its ineep-
to the “disgraceful me-
it when Navy Comdr. Lioyd
cher

cnate Foreigh Relafiti

sutrendered to North!
' gunboats without a fight.|
¢ctor (Richard) Helms of
A, replete with a sad rec-
& of blunders such as the U-z
f¥.ir and the poorly planned
-of Pigs operation, must
r“the responsibility for the
lo disgraceful disaster,”
“gald. It is evifisnttiat

5 %hsfan’ unneceIsEry B
il timed operation frofi tim opt-
' = £

é%mui;fg' tirgad Congrams and the)
President o “straighten out™
the CIA.

' case.

|
i
{

for Armed Servick Coli” i

! Puehlo investigation. ’

s Qne note of caution was heard.

el Carl T. Curtis, R-Nef, 5aid|
;4. hupes Congress will not sub-

" |geet-Bucher to “repetitious” and

mmeopssary investigations,

ey Johnathan Bingham,

k

e R

, Young said, men
T e Spy ships%éﬁﬁ]
be <isenarged from the Navy ori
encouraged to resign, ‘
:0p the House side, Rep, John
Myers, R-Ind., asked Armed
Services Committee Chalrmas
Mendel Rivers to lead his own
“gomplete review” of the %ueblqr

“C'ongress has a responsjbility
to ihe people of this nation,”
Myers said, “to know all the
;%S 1;1 thbig cas? 0 tgey ean
jgdge for themselves who i re-
§@sib1e for the unforfiinate
gkder.” =

< Bivers declined - immediate
lment; House comufjittees
§’t be formally organized for
ha new Congress until later this|
Wa#k. But he was quoted garlier
% saying he would welcome a

D3 Y., urged Nixon, miean-| -
while, to revise the code of con-
duel for captured military men.
instead of limiting a men’sre-.
spenses to ‘‘name, radk and
gefvide number,” Bingham said
any soldier should be permitted
to sign or make statemgfits or
confessions that do not contain
factual information usgful to
the enemy. F R

Bingham, a former alﬁﬁ'assg:
dor to the United Natiofis, ald
the United States then should

announce that no stdtement

mgde by a captured American
jmitityry person can be believed.

As for administrative changes,
Young Sup@ésted the United
States should follow the lead of
the Soviet Union and completcly

epardte intelligence activities
from the regular Navy. He said
Soviet spy ships are disguised =3
fishing trawlers but without tie

nets.,
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Wezghed in

%te the :
telligence shL) Pueblo MEF B
iNavy court ¢ ompletes
wquiry.

He said thet, while
] gnformed ‘Eegret}a

¥ Melvm R. Lard xat a
1u<e’1v and

ivaﬂable
Stennis s;ud in
‘a;ement th
uiry is limited s
‘s #atters whoj g wiihm 1
 #sdiction | of the Na

iat other branches of% g;,
riment of Defense sh

it

v > ) d i 1{
’;im Jo,hn J, Hsla,uﬁ.
ﬂeet gunnnandgr’ gﬁ;

taking ie st:m)ny
do, Calif,, sajd that:
e and &o nate feel,
+to look ip o;t, that
their prerogative.
e court heard teg
rlosed sessipn yes
B three Navy. captaing who
on dufy - yhen the Pgaeb’[o
captured 2 ‘year g %y
orea. Ihey wer!%

s W. Parion, a se ]
r in Japan; Capt. Ev
B dladdmg, naw retire

- formerly on ,{yland’
and Capt. Joha L, Margﬁcv.,

- an intelligence offuer with
the Pacific flegi. | | L, j
North Koreg cpqiﬂude nd

" the Pueblo’s captain, - :
Lloyd M. Bucler, dc‘xugd’tl;&t
the ship was in North Korean
—r—watei‘s when sefzed. Bucher!
7 fold the conrt uf‘lnqmry that'
he had requ,esj,r»d,and been re-

£ 15 to guickly de-

ﬁ%% on his
. i
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Stennts Asks
Pentagon for

War ‘Facts’

Unlted; Prese. Int-rnptional

fures”—on the Vietn

ennis’ complaint abdat:
of accuratc informatigmi
e . during . confirmath
ings for G. Warren Ngt-i
T, appointed as: Assisteirt:.
eretary of Deiense for Hnh
rhational Securiiy Affairs,g;

Bmittee “facts” on the Vidgt-]
wdr when he is called fa|'
fy during his term of 43

&'ve gone along for yeap
d that’s plural, years
the same rusy, rosy pie]
B’ Stennis said. :
chairman  said th#
optimistic:: +outiogl
Congressional comngE:
applied to “ihe militafy ]’
tion as a whole” and citéd
ts given on thé military’ i
city  of  the - Soutle
amese Army, ..
nnls paid Defense offiy
i who made the presents:
s were either “badly il
taken” or the information was
“somgbody’s dream.” . .
Nuiter, citing ihe. pegotia-
tions in Paris ang thefact he
has not agsumed office, de-
be draws i_ng; a dis-

‘;‘),

cline.c’i‘ to a
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istration’s Safeguatd mis-
j se system. !
ommittee action set the
or what is expectéd 1o
rotracted floor fight néxt
th, with the outcomie stiil
f%afﬁ in the closely divided

1
i B

“Smmittee approval had been
4 on the Administfa-"
request for $793.5-million
-fconstruction of the first
ons in the antibalfistic’
Hils; system. It ulfimately
will have 12 stations and €ost
gedtty $11-bilfion, according o
r¥alif Pentagon estimates.

T

'aij was unusial, however,

rinittee  that hofiiAlly|
" {ts proposals to thé Sen-
jor with a_united “front.
Stuart  Symington,
of Missour], obsetved

oyt

ey
&W’aﬁ ¥

suard befieve their case has
1 Strengthienéd By the divi-
AL 2 o 5 g
In.th
oppon

these

L1 S B
e sharp division Within

NEW YORRPIQygdEor Release 2003/02/27&;@@{953&@@@&3

from some of the senior miém
bers of the committee. Thus.
Senator John Stennis, Demo-.
crat of Mississippi, the com-
mittee chairman, will find him-,
gelf in the unusual role of de-
fending the committee’s actior
against some of the senior com
tpittee members such as_Sen-
§tot Margaret Chase Smith o
aine, the ranking Republicar.
and Senator Symington, the
third ranking Democrat. ~ "™
#lso regarded as significant
he fact that Senator How-
v, Cannon, Democrat ot
a, voted against .
ministration request. Until the
i ARG T k. i L
Senator Cannon h
jaed by the opposition amorz
the uncommitted on the missfic
Ww e
_ At this point, the oppesitien
%ﬁ%’gﬁ it has 49 hard Vot
sgatst  Safeguard’s  deploy-
piefit, “with 46 Senators  silp
orting the Administration

‘tor_Capnon switching from_th:
ranks of the uncommitted,

FONT 4

Continued on Page 11, Column §
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apposition believes it now com-
s#nands-50 votes, or one shy of
_z majority.

On the basis of today’s com-
smittee action, the opposition
snay also pick up the vote of
nator Thomas -J. Mclityre,
[Iemocrat of New Hampshire,
“*n0 has been regarded as the
ey Senator on the issue. Sen.
ator McIntyre, who abstained
Jdrom today’s vote, was report-
ef to have announced at the
cinsed-door™ session of the com-
miftee that he would vote
mpainst the Administration re-
asguest if his proposed compro-
mise was rejected.

_ As a compromise, he has
proposed that the Administra-
%#ion be given permission to
proceed with the installation of
radars and computers at the
st two sites in Montana and
Morth Dakota but that au-
thority be withheld for deploy-
ant of the missiles. His objec-
3ve has been to have the
=¢hate go on record as being
against immediate deployment
=wimle-still permitting the Army
4o proceed with field testing
«f_the electronic components
the system.

Cenator Mcintyre presented
%iz npmpromise to the commit-
zee-today but did not press it
1o .a vote when it became ap-
seteni he would lose. He in-
- srmed his colleagues,, howeve
 ..at he intended to offer his
»lan when the issue reached
+ha Senate floor.

The Administration now be-
sscuggg that it has 51 or 52 Sen-
zigrs favoring Safeguard de-
nent, with 46 Senators op-
" ied and two or three un-
rofgfaitted. In line with this
mree count, Senator John G.
rower, Republican of Texas,
predicted that the pro-missile
farces would win by a three-
or-four-vote majority.

Mot only does the opposi-
251 helieve the Administration
=~ wmisjudging its strength but
~i=n the attitude of the oppo-
wents s hardening as a re-
sult of some Administration ac-
s unrelated tnothe anti-

ic missile issue.

¥ Fncetit days some opposi-
~+:rr-¥eaders have been attempt-
ang to draft a face-saving com-
yiemise for the Administra-
. . Thus, for example, the

&f%000100170049-6 ... |
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Mansfield, Montang Demotraft,
has been suggesting privately:
that the deployment funds be
voted. However, he wants the
spending held up until such
time as it is apparent that
no progress is being made in
strategic arms talks with the .
Soviet union or that the Soviet.
missile threat is materializing, |
as projected by the Pentagom. |

See Shift to Right

But this compromise talk
among moderate and liberal
Democrats and Republicans
was reported to be abating in
the wake of Administration
moves to modify the voting
rights law, to relax the school
desegregation guidelines and
the withdrawal of the proposed
nomination of Dr. John H.
Knowles as the nation’s top
medical officer.

Each of these actions was
regarded by moderates and lib-
erals who make up the hard
core of the opposition to Safe-
guard as a shift to the right
by the Administration, They
also view the moves as an
over-all indication that Presi-
dent Nixon has no desire to
reach a political accommoda-
tion with the centrist coalition
in the Senate.

As a result, the antiballistic
missile issue is becoming in-
volved in the policy split de-
veloping between the White
House and the centrist group
in the Senate. In the process,
as one antimissile system
strategist put it, “the burden
for a compromise is shifting to
Nixon.”

In the committee, voting for
deployment were Senators
Stennis, Richard B. Russell,
Democrat of Georgia; Henry M./
Jackson, Democrat of Washing-
ton; Sam J. Ervin Jr., Democrat|
of North Carolina; Harry F.
Byrd Jr., Democrat of Virginia;
Strom Thurmond, Republican of
Sourth Carolina; Tower; Peter
H. Dominick,Republican of Co-
lorado; George Murphy, Repub-
lican of California, and Barrs
Goldwater, Republican of Arl-
zona. -
Opposed were Senators Sym-
ington, Cannon, Stephen M.
Young, Democrat of Ohip;
Daniel K. Inouye, Democrat of
Hawaiji; Smith; Edward W.
Brooke, Republican of Massa-
chusetts, and Richard 5.
Schweiker, Republican of Penti-

et
D ey g e

cnizle Majority leader, Mike

sylvania.
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Btar Staf wrher

£ T
i apptoval of 1mtlalyelements ‘of |
"1 an antiballistic missile system
- —-tgday, while three members of
~ - the committee charged that de-
loyment of an ABM s> ‘tem |
otld not improve United Fiates]
ecurity.
‘Arguments for and against
the ABM—mostly a reiteration
of viewpoints that have been
plblicly debated — were con-
’cgmed in a 70-page repert for-
g&mg military procurement
orization requests to the’
te floor. —
e over-all milifary req
i§ for $20 billion, wh?éh pre-
'} sphts a cut of nearly $2 [lillion]
| from the $21.9 billion r
oy buaget submitted by Defense]

Se%‘eta!g' " Melvin R. Laird.
res for specific re-
2747 quests” were released last week,
¢ hut today’s report by the f'om-
rifttee, as the Senate prépafes
to Jaunch into prolonged Gehate
over the Nixon administrztion’s
safeguard ABM proposed, gave
_the first official view of the de:

g:te ‘within the Senate Armed:

ices Commltbeg,k
ir’l‘l]e commlttee, nich support-
ed the ABM 167 said In the
report that the first considera:
tion that led it to back the A'BM
. Was a desire to im; :gve7 resi-
. dent Nixon’s position in Torth-
coming ‘arms “limitation talks
Mt}h the Soviet Union.
HIf we unilaterally aban
. deployment of our ABMs, what
— ingentive do we give the Scviets
to negotlate with us a limit or a
% refuction in their ABM deploy-
. ment?”’ erenqrt said,

The commntt;ee said jt Bad
“solid, hard intelfigence infor-
ntatlon” indicating that i¢ the
yssians continue to bmlh aédl—
onal missiles at the
rafe by the mid-1970s ¢ (v can
“threaten the effectlvenqx of
the Umted States Minyieman

) rd truth is that by }he
s unless we cont;nue o
propriate decisions .
second strike capability of a
oportmn our strategic
forces | will, b2 'in

W g e

'v}
douht.”
Three of the % p conymtjeqj

M deployment cha.rgeu ina
minor, ty statement that the pro-
posed sgsfem s “vulnerable” to

,}1 ttack “and might not
work f needed,

In this §taten1ent,,SStuari Sym-

ington, -Mo. M
Young, D-Ohio, and Daniel K.

1311 -Hawau, ‘'$aid that even

3 % M works it will da
"prachc ly nothing” in protéct-
ing Minuteman sites.

They criticized the Peniagon
ior refusing to release se¢

rmaho n_given comin

whlcljg they said shows
“conclus;vely that a small in-
crease ifi the number of big So-
viet. 599 mlss%es woyld. elimi-
pdte any signif] 1cant gain from
stem,

“We now also know that be-
ednse of our domestic prohlems
andl our foreign commitmrents

mist, estab h some ojcler oi
pri or1t1es with respect to onr re-
sdiirees,” they said, addin
é}ﬂstlng “United States msiles
“could destroy the Soviet Unian
some 50 times over” in the avent
of an attack.

The four senators who vated
against authorizing deployment
of the ABM but who did not
sign the minority report were
HQward W Cannon, D-Név.;

ward W, Brooke, R-Mass.;

argaret ‘Chase Smith, K-
f neband Richard S. Scnwelk

a,
other senato;, Thomas, J.

prkz

a_compromise ABM ‘ap-

2

4

centrated testing of ABM elec-
¢ Atronic components at the Mon-

Jtana and North Dakota sites pro-
sosed for ABM deployment, but

bill now facing the full Senate
would allocate” $759 million for
initial work on an ABM system.
The money would go for pro-

ments, further research and de-
velopment and construction of
facilities on Kwajalein Island in
the Pacific.

number of arguments for going
ahead with the ABM, said that
failure to begin procurement of
long “lead time” items this year
St would delay initial operational
capability scheduled for 1974 for
two years until 1976,

that the authorizations sought
for the coming fiscal year are
not
ment’
which, it said, would be subject
to annual review by Congress.

Leader Mike Mansfield said
there does not appear to
much chance of a compromise
emerging when the ABM Issue
iis considered on the floor.

n,al] prospects. fur defeating the ABM

B |in Westchester Coun

qua, N.Y., said, “We thought it

light American missile defense

prbach that would permit con-

elay such deployment,
The $20 billion authorizatien

curement of some ABM ele-

The committee, in outlining a

The report also emphasized

“an irrevocable commit-
to an ABM system,

Compromise Doubtful
Meanwhile, Senate Majority

Mansfield said it appears
likely that the ABM eventually
may .be voted down.

“It lpoks as if we’ll batﬂe it
right down to the wire,
field said. “On that basls, cost

are good.”

The outcome may be i in doubt
for some weeks, however. Mans-
field said the debate could take
up the rest of July. “There’s
a lot of pentup speeches waiting
to be delivered,” he said,

PRO-ABM BOOK
TO BE PUBLISHED_

NEW YORK (AP) — A book
defending the controversial Safe-
guard missile defense system
will be published July 17 in an
|attempt to counter what its au-
ithors feel is a one-sided debate.
Herman Kahn, dlrector of the
Hudson Instltute at k tank™
, said yes-
terday the book, hy ABM,”
would deal . vuth substantive ar-
guments on the need for the an-
tiballistic missile system.
Kahn, interviewed by tele-
phone at his home in Chappa-

weuld be good to have a literate
discussion that gives the other
side.” Many of the 12 articles
stem from papers written for
other publications, he said, and
were done by scientists at the
institute.

He said he had not been asked
by the Nixon administration to
write the book.

-The authors contend that a

system will not frighten the So-
viet Union, which has always
been defense-minded, Kahn said.
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For now, the Committee ap-

) parently bas accepted the esti-
Lhard Homan maté " of the pational intelli-
m{%s‘f géaﬂ‘WnEer Ea m cominmnity, ,
f& # I’ chopued the Pentagon's

nqaaests for research and de-
velopment funds for AWACS
fairborre warning and control
systern) and an improved in-
ferceptor, both part of a

-beefed-up anti-bomber defense
-®roposed by the Air Force,
from $78.5 inillion to $18.2 mil-
Jon .

. The Committee said it had
éecyied that “the threat from
petential hostile bombers is

LRot_sufficiently clear and im-
minent at this time to justify
& fall go-ahesd on programs
whigh in total could ultimately

- lavelve expenditures of bil-
lions of doliars.”

- The cuts were part of a $2
billion reduction made by the
Committee in the Pentagon’s
§22_ billion proposed budget
_.1or weapons procurement and
rgsearch. The hill, which in-

. ¢ludes $759.1 mllhon for initial
deplfoymem of the Safeguard

11-b alhstu: missile system,

Departmem

esolve the “wide afic
ﬁif lerences”  betweer
- intelligenge
ty asse "ssments of the
posed to the Unifet
y Soviet bombers.

r Forge, in testxmgg

_the  Committee
th;e t_much Agregj £
seen, By 1he natxong;
gence estimate, a cg
roduct of the intel
ommumty that rell
7 on informafion” gat
the Central Imfeﬁsﬁ
ency and other agen-

{ leased yesterday, !

fite ‘on Air Force ,g;
Wwould require fundi
Xeapons s;{lstem whi
the national intelligence § -
; ﬂ&% light permit “phasing
bomber defense

16h of the testi-

reasons, the major disagree-
ments appear to be over the
role of the 750 Soviet medium
bombers, whether Russia is

bomber inventory will decline.

“Our study of the bomber
defense issue revealed a wide
and sharp difference between
the national intelligence esti-
mate and the Air Force with

threat is censored for security ;

developing a new long-range .
bomber and whether its heavy|

respect to the gravity of ﬂie,
Soviet manned bomh,e;r,{
threat,” the Committee report!
said.

“The question also arose as
to whether it is not possible to '
effect some economies by
phasing down some portions
of existing bomber defenses if
the present and future threat
is as limited as portrayed by

the NIE.”

According to Co*rnmlttee
Chairman John C. Stennis (D
Miss.), the mnational intelli
gence estimate does not con
sider the 750 medium bombers
a threat to the continental
United States, except Alaska.

Alr Force Secretary Robert
C. Seamans Jr. Testified, how
|ever, “These Soviet aircraft
are a threat both to our gllies

REPORT, AY,

ging with assess-
le, Sowet bomber

and to the contenental United
States.”
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Excerpts Fropp .Ma;or&ymniMmomﬁglﬁeﬂmtabmﬁmmﬁmmmmmbafeguard

NEW YORK TIMES

Special to Toa New Yors Ticges
TIAS] HING’“ON July 7—
; pis from
v s Jorugd today by
Sencta Armed Services
mm.ttze, gatting forth ma-

| cxrd minority views on
aploying the Sefeguard anti-
ballnst -] misx{le system:

Majority Views
Following are the consid-
erations which lead the rna-
ity of the committee to
suppott the Safeguard anti-
ballistic misslle system as
roposed for authorization in
%ml year 1970,

1]
On the eve of what is’

. sia on tha Umltaﬂunl of atr:‘

3, the
the Umted 'States will. beins
mrﬁu position with the ap-
of partial fundlng of

the il pmvld::plnﬂwr than

just to continue the program
essentially in a reun‘;ch and
devels mem posture,

President Nﬁxon has asked
the Congress not to abandon
vmrk on the deployment of

antiballistic missile ays-
um hﬁt to proceed with it.
I believe it {s essential !or
the nationn] security, an
in essential ta avo!
an American

this Preasi dcnt or the next
President, in llle position
wim' the States

‘would be umnd rather than
first, or at luu oqual to
potmu.l

Cmﬂ.llg'l'nlksclud

based on a_substantial mix-
ture of vehicles of several
qulw different types—min-

mbers, and Po-
lnm/Poseidun — with each
system having its own kind
of protection. Each system
has different limitations, is
subjact to varied uncertain-
ties and requires distinct
maodes of attack. Each type
must be protected, so as to
insure no easy defeat of our
system by an enemy. It must.
of serious concern there-
fore if any part of our de.
ef;rentdnémclilre néil ld'%ersely
affected by cha ua lverse
forces and technolo _
We have solld kard lntelll-

geuce information that
1) The Soviet Union has

consteuct

§5-9 ICBM‘;. lf the Soviets

continue to build additional

missiles l'. t.he nme rate as

i:eﬂu 1970 th lll b{

's w!

H itlon Lo ﬂaex?eaten the

e

iveness of our Minute-
man forces, Based on past

lishments and
potemfll it 15 sssumed that
each missile will be able to
gontnm three separate war-
s:
Tareat to Bombers
(2) The Soviets are build-
ing a Polaris-type submarine
that could in the mid-1970's
eaten the system of
round alert B-52 bomber
forces; an
(3) Russia also has under

way a large ogrnm of nu-
clear  at!
which could in the 1970’

ecoms a threat to our Po-
laris/Poseidon force. Obvis
we cannot assume that

The hard truth is that by
‘the mid.1970's unless we

with the Soviet Um on fhe
of and

defepsive nuclear systems.
I we uxulawemuy lbmdon all
deployment of S,
what " incentive do we give
the Soviets to negotiate with
us & limit o reduction in

ir - ABM  deploymant if
Americay  negotiators  are
cohfronted with a sltoation
where the Soviet nagnuaton
‘believe time is running on the
Saviet side, our negotiators
would be up against very ad-
verse odds.

To -atrive &t successful,
reciprocal, and mutually ac-
cepteble agreement Involv-
ing both offenslve and de-
fepsive nuclear systems will
involve rigorous bargn.lnix:f
by Mascow for rvelative ad-
vantage and will, at best, be
enarmously difficult. We

think the Congress can best
help the President and his
negotiating teén:‘ in v‘br}'y im-

rtant negotlations
i)1?0v—n-xg tha proposed 19%
program.
[21

Il is not 'bsueveﬂ that wt!:
'x:ued for ﬂscal _‘/'Bl.r 1970
should jeopardize tatks with
Saviet Russia or causs an
escalation of the arma race.
No evidence has been pre.
sented that the Sovlet Union
views the problem in this re-

gard. Moreover, it should be
nowd that since last summ
when the entiballlstic mimle
issue became prominent in
both the United States and
Soviet Russls, the SD ts
have—

{1) Continued to deploy the
$5-9, 155-11. and new lolid

ant

P ICBM's; ultipl
2) Flight mted a multiple
re-(egtry vehicle payload on

(3) Conﬂmud
of missile-firin,

uctlun

systems: an
fg? c«mun’ued both quanti-
tative im-
vmnu in their air de-

ense,
It should be emphasized
ﬂm there are no timetables
o these talks. .l'inthura 15 to

}n o elut;lllll be-
mnr possible pro-
negotiations, wl)?e

ga
B
2
o
]

ments which underlis our
policy of nuclear deference.
This™ retaliatory force is

continue to make l&pro?nnts
isions to threats of our
Minuteman and bomber re-
taliatory force, and to our
Polaris " forces, the second-
strike ﬁc:pabiélty of :r {arg:
rtion of our strategi
gzbmpo nt forces will be in

¢ is this set of
problems at Cnnsre:s hls
modKIed mtibnuxs c m:ssnle
Safeguard system which, if
funding is completed in later
yes:s. is designed primarily
to provide a protection for
the pational command au-
thority and vital slements of
omber and Minuteman
retallatory forces to help
assure the mamtenance of our
second strige nuclear dmr-
rent during the period
the mid-1970s and beyumL
j&d]

The procurement lundh:g
proposed for fiscal ym 197
Tepresents um pro-
gram that could be under-~
taken at this time and snll
maintain & phaud AE

M SYs-

to

tem, of wuue, could
.be ﬂuud it the arms limita-
tto?u talks produce meaningful

Dnly Partial Finding
The funds in this bill only
represen funding of
phase 1 program for the
sltes to be located at Grand
Forks, N. D., and Malmatrom,
Mont. Except for $600,000
there are no funds for hard-
ware  for operational
Sprint and Spartan missiles.
ln other words, thera are no
tlmul missile funds for
‘phne 1 sites, These must

unded in future

fiscal year 1970 pro-
c'uremenl fun i
ously pointed uut, wo d be

:r

Setiator John C. Stennis

phase 1 program or the inl-
tiation and compleﬁﬂau of
the 10-site phase 2.
2 22 S i
opp
intelligence data and the
mt to our forces. After

The significance of the
leadtime: elemm should be
recognized. If the measured
progress proposed for flscal
y:atr 1970" is not approved—

that

layed for 2 years until 1978
due to the loss of time caused

The New Yark Tiaes

Senater Stuart Symingtm

John Stennis of Mississippi,
chalrm Richard ' B.

e 1an, d
Russell of Georgla, Henry M.
Jackson of Weshington, Sum
1. Ervin Jr. of N Caro-
lina, Howard W, Cannon of

Strom

Carolina, John G. Tower of
Texas, Peter H. Dominick of
Colorado and Ha Gdd-
water of Arizons, Repwli-

.
Minority Views

Seven rembers of the
Armed Services Commitee
voted against the wathorza
tlon of funds for the depby-
ment of tha Safeguard ABM
system.

Althon we favor uu
continuation of research wd
development on such a pra:‘]-

by the breakdown in produc-
Constmne oy o
consumed in rel ro-
duction lines. P

m

Reputable scientists have
te:ttl ied tlll:“ the d'vy:l;‘? wgll
not operate 0
1tz com udly ‘while othar ld-
entists
.giu the oom.plax m.!u:e ol
Sugu&rﬂ wm. it can
be antk p-m. 9 tech-
problems un be re-
solved in order for the system
to become operationally efs

ive,

The testing and n
work on both the miasile,
radar eomponcnb, and the
ccmmmn 'ar have not
indicated that thm ars insu-
?entll technological
ems confronting the

system. It is prudent
that any doubt in this ques.
tion be resolved in favor of
confidence in the system.
[8]

While there may be poss
sible almrn.zﬂm m the cope
struction of the Safeguard
system such ag adding 10 our

ect, after lstening to
of varjous yit-
nesses called before the com-

mittee, wa have concluled
that, the di t of his

multibiltion « dollar sysem
would not add to the secuity
of the United States.

It was noticed

Unlon; whereas  witneses

who opposed the propaed

W They Fetved the suim

wi At

would not work, or why 1nd

how it could be mll] led in
affectivena: -e]-

r addition:

the Ec’wl't 580 prnducwn
In Fear for 28 Years

The American peopls hve

lived with fears of a Saviet
attack for some quarter f a

century, ever since Wald
, and have expendel a

successfully together in thnt
alm

mcreua in Sovmt SS -9 mis-
sile elimin-

ner which would be neces-
sary In case of sudden at-
tack; and there ig even more
reason to doubt that the
computer, which has been
neither built nor tested, and
which is admittedly far more
complicated than any com-
puter cver yet attempted,
will operate properly when
called upon to do so.

Not Tested as a Whole

Finally, it is logical to con-
sider whether, even if these
three separate camponents
would aperate properly as
separate units, would the;
S0 operate when cambined.
For obvious reasons, the tast-
ing of any joint operation
has not been possible.

The second reason is the
vulnerability of the system.

Beuuu the res:stance

ngth (S| f the MSR
ndnr is Tess tf lﬂ per cent
of the s of the missils

gite in its present conforma-
tion, that radar is very vul-
nerable even to the less
lethal, less accurate Soviet
S§-11 missile, of which the
Soviets have hundreds more
than they have SS-@'s.

Becaugs the MSR rldu' is
designed to gulda afe-
guard missiles to thut tar-
gets, if it is knockad out the
ntire system
would be bltnded and thsre-
fore wonh]

thlrd rencn is the
re]utlvc ease by which the
Soviet Union could overcume
any improvement in our
;srgmus u‘:hmé could resulg
] 8] ent  of
Saf A A-IP u)glmm.kmed
:objecﬂve mncs

mplluud electromc
dylmu may not function un-
er luddm attack (In which
if thiy is the basket
in which we have placed our
€ggs, our security would be
Invalved).

Litile Protection Found

What we o™ alsett, how-
ever, is that even if Safe-
guard warks l:erfectly as de-
signed, it will do practically
nuthm&m protecting Minute-
n

The magnitude of the as-
serted threat has been de-
classifiad, but the Defense
Department has consistently
refused to ralease classified
information presented the
committee which to us pre-
sents conclusively that a small

ata any signlﬁcsnt protec-
bl{z is system even if
1t worked perfectly.

In this connection, one of
the universally respected ex-
perts in this field, Dr. Wolf-
fang Panofsky, in an address
Jast month gtated:

“If the threat to Minute.
man grows at the rate proj-
ected by the Defense De-
partment, and if Minuteman
became vulnerable at a cer-
tain time several years hence,
then if the Safeguard system
‘were installed and if it funec-
tioned petfectly, then the
Minuteman would just as
vulnerable as before only a
few months later.”

FPresidents Pralsed

D\mngi’ the past 11 years,
although there has ~been
nuthmg comparable to what
is going on today, there
nevertheless was tremendous
pressure from the Defense
Department and some people
in industry to install the

lous AZM systems of the
past; and it is now admitted
that the wisdom of Presidents
Eisenhower and Kennedy in

using to bow to those
pressures prevented this Gov-
ernment from wasting many
billions of dollars.

Later the previously aban-
doned elements of the Nike-
Zeus and the Nike X systems
were pooled together to form
a “thin” city defense against

the Chinese. It was named .

Sentinel. Still later, however,
the citles rebelled against
thls untested system with alt
the questionable premises
lsted above.
Thereupon the name of the
system was changed to Safe.
and its mission
chnnged fom eity defense to
the defense of missile sites.
(In passing, it should be
noted that neither the long-
range Spartan nor the res-
ent MSR radar would
been designed as they hava
been if their original purpose
had been the defense of mig-
sile sites.)
Matter of Priorities
It is our considered opin.
jon t, except in one re-
spect, the situation which
was faced wp to by Presi-
dents Elsenhawer and Ken.
nedy is the same situation
we face , 88 the Con.
5}:::- and the panvpla weigh
merit of dcp myu:\g this
P at excel

system.
on has ‘to do
with our nut unlimited re-

sources. This problem s of
growil serlousness, It s
currently expressed in the
credit crisis we are experi-
encing at home and the cur-
rency problems we know we
now have abroad. We now
also know that because of
our domestic problems and
our foreign commitments,
We must establish some order
of priorities with respact to
the use of our resources,

Another word for priori-
tles is values.

The American people desire
and demand an adequate de-
fense; but it would seem
pertinent to recall that
whereas this Government is
currently requesting $44 for
the education of each Ameri-
can boy and girl, at the same

me they are requesting
520,400 in ammunition for
sach man we ate fighting
igamst i Vietcong guerrll-

mher Nations Limited
This problem of Increas.
lgly limited resources is one

ich Is also Ppresent in other
wountries. 1t is another rea-
on for hope that we will
ie able finally to start on
he long-delayed discussions
boking toward some mean-
bgful form of arms control
In summsary, despite
kavy demands by our 11 -
ied resources—demands in.
«lent to poverty, heaith
ducation, and foseign com-
rltrnems—-lf we lieved

that the Safeguard te

would contribute in m-f%" sub-
tantial fashion to the se-
cunty of the United Stnes

recommen
eTloyment, We do not w B
belteve, h

‘We do belaeve thnt any pri-
mary defense against the
threat of a nuclear attack
lies in our deterrent capacity.
In this connection, ?:l‘i:
that with our Polasis fleet.
our landbased ICBMs, our
strateglc bombers, and the
thousands of additional nucle-
ar warheads we have at sea
and abroad, if we were at-
tacked we could destroy the
Sovxet Union some 50 times

Under these circumstances,
as the numbar of nations with
nuclear weapons continues to
grow, it would nrmut.e

spond by in

creasintg its o!ltsnslve Stren, g
50 as to negate any B
advantage which mﬁ\stn
derived from said Safeguard
deployment, The result cowld
only be a further escalation
of the arms race,

1t is for these reasons that
we oppose deployment of the
Safeguard system at this time,
STEPHEN M. YoUNG

DanieL XK. Inouve

War

thousand billion dollers on

defense in recognition of h
aible danger.

ic expenditures have

detrimental to magy (lrther

Forces or
ening the present Mlnutemen
sites, the prduest course {s
not to abandon the Safeglrd
system at this time and
ceed on other alternatives, Tv
procoed with additional ofr
fensive forces would probably
provide a real threat in the
escalation of the arms race.

Moreover, there iz soma
doubt 48 40 whethet in the
long run, time and funds
would be saved with this al-
ternative. There is a program
at the present time for devel-
opment work in superharden-
Ing the missile s!los It s not
believed, however, that this
would be s substifute for an
antiballistic missile system

sitice with sufficlnt aceuracy,
even har: silos are vul-
nerable.

It is believed thai the
will

crltlmim, but to emphsmu

wisdom of not iing
frlgl\unau ints unnscssary
2dditional weapons sptems
expenditures,

It was Mark Twah who
said, “Courage is recgnition
of fear, maste: 01 fear—
not ahsence of

Ov.g- ubjeﬁuun 10 hlsh%rn-

sed ABM _systen, W
Peger, is not based on such
history or thery; and
we list herewith tirea over-
all reasons as to why we
oppose deploymen-

Com| S

The flrst reaon is the
structure of the gystem. The

ropoged Safegiard system
iy gul ned for

for the purpose of p;
varfous elements of the radar
cost, equipment, and
produntaon preparation for
the and Spartan mis-
slle! in p!use 1. It is true that
the plants and facilities to be
pulchnsed with the prepro-
duction funmﬁ be la'ier
utilized e comple-
tion of phase 1, if the deci-
sion is made to proceed with
the procursment of further
aperational missiles.

For 1970 therefore the
sul’egund program is a lim-

d one,

Becauss of the necessity
for both authorization and

appropriations, the Congress
has comp!ete control of all
the Safe| gram _be.

guard progr:
yond fiscal year 1970. Each
year there is amplé opportu-
fity for the ngress to
determine whether the Safe-
guard proj should pro-
gress either in the form of
completion of the two-site

in he years ahead
iad this probnbillty to
the anﬁblllmk missile sys-
tem, then other alternatives
must be considered either in
the form of additionai ABM’s
and radars or additional of.
fensive missiles or some
ather courss of action.

L)

It should be emphasized
that the fiscal year 1670 au-
thorizatlon for funding con-
tained in this bill is not an
irrevocable commitment to
the Safeguard system. 'l'he
limited degree to which
systern is Tunded has nlready
besn mentioned. This pro-
gram will be subject to the
annual review and control by
the Congress and will bs sub-
ect to at least two votes in

th the House and the Sen-
ate in the form of authoriz-
ing and appropriation legis-
1ation,

The committce majority
was made up of Democrats

against Red Chna and was
originally called Sentinel,
Later its name was changed
to Safeguard but its com-
pcn:nts are basically the

sd 1g the most
cumplicawd technological de-
velopment mr memd or

operation
tem cens[:ts p:fm'h"if) lior
companen! 3 8-
siles, (2} Radars, and (3)
computers.
though we have had a
long and therefore disturb-
ing series of failures in mis-
sile testing, including an«
other Minuuman fll[un
only last week,

ig

reasan to conclude that the
two Safeguard missiles, the
Spartan and the Sprint, will
nol work. But therg is reason
to doub: that the long-range
radar (PAR) and the short-
range radar (MSR), parts
which have mot been built
let alore tested, will operate

Ui s as e A S I A R
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